having accrued subsequently to the inquisition. in the present instance, however, the effect was to draw down upon the defence the severest animadversion of the learned judge, and the assumption was most conclusively disproved by a witness for the defence, who had been put into the witness-box for another purpose.
To prove the plea that the estate was not liable because the lunatic did not enter into the contract for his maintenance, and also that there was a special contract with another person, the defendant put into the witness-box the sister of the deceased, upon whose authority Dr. Seaton had originally received the patient, and this witness swore that she had specially entered into the contract with Dr. Seaton on her own responsibility ? in cross-examination, she admitted that she was a married ivoman separated from her husband, who was living out of the country. As a married woman, of course she could not be sued; consequently, had the jury believed her evidence, and found accordingly, the plaintiff would have had no remedy, and, worse still, all the costs of this action must have fallen upon him; and, what made the bare-facedness of this defence the more iniquitous was the fact, that this very witness was the real present defendant,?an officer from the Prerogative Court produced the letters of administration, and proved that the defendant had administered to the estate as solicitor to Elizabeth Germani (the witness) and " for and on her behalf." Being a married woman, and her husband out of the country, we presume she could not herself administer.
In answer to questions from the defendant's counsel, in reference to the will he had alluded to in his speech, this witness stated, that it had cost her a considerable sum of money to set the will aside, and broadly stated that it was Dr. Seaton who had put her to this expense. In cross-examination, she admitted that immediately upon her brother's death, Dr. Seaton had gone to London, produced the paper to her, and told her that of course he should not take any step (as one of the executors named therein) to prove the will, and intimated that if it were proved he should not wish to take any benefit under it, and declared his willingness forthwith to execute a <l release" of all claim under it.
She admitted that, in accordance with this declaration, Dr. Seaton subsequently did actually decline to propound the will, and that he and the other executor having " renounced," the will was ultimately propounded by one of the legatees. 
